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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to Amendment filed 09/30/04. 

Applicant's arguments filed 09/30/04 have been considered by the Examiner and are deemed 
persuasive. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 1-13 based on Rangachari et al and Ueda in the 
office letter dated 08/25/04 is respectfully withdrawn and the following rejection based on 
Gertner et al is applicable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the appHcant for patent. 

2. Claims 1, 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being anticipated by Gertner et al. PN 
6049775. 

Gertner teaches: 
Per claim 1 : 

an automation system [mail processing devices, abstract; fig. 1] comprising: an industrial 
technical installation [fig. 5]; an input and output unit coupled to the industrial technical 
installation; a bus coupled to the input and output unit [fig. 1, the personal computer 12 
conununicates with site A and site B through either backbone bus LAN or WAN by 
TCP/IP network; col. 13, line 56 to col. 14, line 14]; 

a personal computer [fig. 1] comprise a work drive unit [hard disk, internal memory, col. 
4, lines 55-60] and a back drive unit [175, 176, fig. 17; col. 13, lines 30-15], wherein 
work programs [Window 95/NT, UNIX, col. 14, lines 15-25; system management and 
utilities, col. 10, lines 45-65; backup/restore fimctions, col. 13, lines 5-10] for the 
industrial technical installation and work data [table 1, col. 7; table 3, col. 8] for the 
industrial technical installation are stored in the work drive unit, and fiirther wherein a 
backup copy of at least part of the work program and work data are stored by means of a 
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backup program in the backup drive unit [col. 13, lines 5-35; e.g., "automatic backup 
capability for data and configuration files", col. 14, lines 5-10; fig. 17], so that said part 
of the work programs and work data can be easily restored, wherein the work program 
comprises system programs [Window 95/NT, UNIX, C++, col 14, lines 15-25] including 
the backup program and application programs, and the work data comprises system data 
assigned to system programs and application data assigned to application programs [col. 
10, lines 45-65; col. 13, lines 1-35; col. 14, lines 15-25]. 
Per claim 5: 

The system drive unit has a main system drive unit [hard disk of computer 12, fig. 1] and 
auxiliary system drive unit [floppy disk of computer 12, fig. 1], and fiirther wherein an 
auxihary operating system [Window NT, col. 14, lines 20-25] its system data and backup 
program are stored in the auxiliary drive unit [col. 13, lines 5-15], and a main operating 
system [OS/2] and its system data are stored in the main system drive unit [col. 13, lines 
5-40; col. 14, lines 1-25]. 
Per claim 6: 

Inherently, Gertner teaches the drive units are logical drive units of a common physical 
drive unit. This is because in a personal computer, there are two types of disk drives are 
in common use: hard disk drive or a common physical drive unit and is a high/fast 
capacity storage unit, and the logical drive units [e.g, Drive A, Drive b, Drive D, ..] are 
the logical device names reserved by MS-DOS and assigned to the physical drive unit. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if 
the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gertner, and in view of 
Shapiro et al PN 6574588. 
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Per claim 4: 

Gertner teaches the claimed limitations as mentioned above. 
Gertner does not explicitly teach the work drive unit has a system drive unit and 
application drive unit, and the system programs and the system data are stored in the 
system drive unit, and the application programs and the application data are stored in the 
application drive imit. 

Shapiro teaches a computer system comprises a hard drive [131, fig. 1] for storing its 
operating system and data; a CD-ROM drive [121, fig. 1] for storing its application 
program and data [fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 12-35]. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to partition memory unit into plurality of disk drives, as taught by 
Shapiro into Gertner' system, into: two, three, four disk drives and even greater numbers, 
limited only by the addressing capabilities of the system architecture and the resident 
operating system, then store the system programs and application programs in separate 
disk drives in order to ease the system management. Further more, partitioning memory 
unit into plurality of disk drives and store different programs in different drives is well- 
known in the art. By placing system programs and application programs in its own 
separate partition, sufficient physical memory can be allocated to that program code's 
memory space to provide for any foreseeable memory size increases due to program 
upgrades. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gertner. 

Per claim 7: . 

Gertner does not teach the backup drive unit is able to store at least two backup copies. 
However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to store more than one backup copy in the system as long as the 
storage capacity of the system allows to do so. 
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Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Conboy et al PN 6308107 discloses an automated material handling system. 

b. Radko PN 6047307 discloses memory partition. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ngoc Dinh whose telephone number is (571) 272-4191. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Donald A. Sparks, can be reached on (571) 272-4201. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-7239 for regular 
communications and (703) 746-7238 for After Final communications. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this appUcation or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272-2100. 
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